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RANKING EVENTS

BACKGROUND

This specification relates to digital data processing and, in
particular, to ranking events occurring in physical locations.

Events are occurrences that happen at a specified physical
location and for a specified period of time. For example,
music concerts, art exhibits, and athletic contests are all
events that happen for specified periods of times at specified
physical locations, e.g., at a particular venue (e.g., a concert
hall, a gallery, a stadium, or a museum), and can be attended
in person by music lovers, sports fans, and other individuals.

Since many events in a geographic region can happen at the
same time or at overlapping times, interested individuals may
at times find it difficult to determine which events to attend.
For example, individuals may be unaware that events of inter-
est are scheduled to occur or may have difficulty identifying
the most interesting events when multiple events are occur-
ring.

SUMMARY

In general, one aspect of the subject matter described in this
specification can be embodied in methods that include the
actions of receiving data identifying a physical location;
obtaining data identifying a plurality of events occurring in
the physical location during a particular time period; comput-
ing a respective plurality of signal scores for each of the
events, wherein computing the respective plurality of signal
scores for each of the events comprises computing a first
signal score for each of the events based at least in part on a
count of Internet sites that include at least one mention of the
event; computing a respective popularity score for each of the
plurality of events by combining the respective plurality of
signal scores for the event; and generating a ranking of events
occurring in the physical location during the particular time
period based at least in part on the popularity scores. Other
embodiments of this aspect include corresponding systems,
apparatus, and computer programs, configured to perform the
actions of the methods, encoded on computer storage devices.

These and other embodiments can each optionally include
one or more of the following features. Generating the ranking
of events occurring in the physical location during the par-
ticular time period based on the popularity scores can include:
generating an initial ranking of events based on the popularity
scores; computing a respective modified popularity score for
each of the events based on the initial ranking; and generating
the ranking of events occurring in the physical location by
ranking the events according to the modified popularity
scores.

Computing the modified popularity score for each of the
events can include: obtaining data identifying a respective
category to which each of the events belongs; computing a
respective demotion value for each of the events based at least
in part on a count of higher-ranked events belonging to the
same category as the event, wherein the higher-ranked events
are events ranked above the event in the initial ranking of
events; and generating the respective modified popularity
score for each of the events by applying the demotion value
for the event to the popularity score for the event.

Computing the respective demotion value for each of the
events can include: computing the respective demotion value
based in part on a count of higher-ranked events that are
similar events to the event. Computing the first signal score
for the event can include: determining, of the Internet sites
including at least one mention of the event, anumber that have

20

25

30

35

40

45

2

been classified as ticket selling sites; and computing the first
signal score based at least in part on the count of Internet sites
including at least one mention of the event and the number
that have been classified as ticket selling sites.

Computing the respective plurality of signal scores for
each of the events can further include: determining whether
the event has an official web page; when the event has an
official web page, determining a peak number of user selec-
tions of the official web page over a predetermined duration of
time; determining a measure of relevance of the official web
page to the event; and computing a second signal score of the
plurality of signal scores for the event based at least in part on
the peak number of user selections and the relevance measure.

Computing the respective plurality of signal scores for
each of the events can further include: obtaining data identi-
fying one or more entities that are relevant to the event;
determining a measure of global popularity of each of the
entities; and computing a third signal score of the plurality of
signal scores for the event based at least in part on the mea-
sures of global popularity ofthe entities that are relevant to the
event.

Computing the respective plurality of signal scores for
each of the events can further include: obtaining data identi-
fying one or more event categories that are relevant to the
event; determining whether any of the event categories that
are relevant to the event have been classified as promoted or
demoted categories; and computing a fourth signal score of
the plurality of signal scores for the event based at least in part
on whether any of the event categories have been classified as
promoted or demoted categories.

Computing the respective plurality of signal scores for
each of the events can further include: obtaining search
results for a search query that includes a first term identifying
the physical location and a second term indicating an interest
in events occurring in the physical location; determining a
position in a ranking of the search results of a highest-ranked
search result that mentions the event; determining a fre-
quency with which the event is mentioned in the search
results; and computing a fifth signal score of the plurality of
signal scores for the event based at least in part on position of
the highest-ranked search result that mentions the event and
the frequency with which the event is mentioned in the search
results.

Computing the respective plurality of signal scores for
each of the events can further include: obtaining data identi-
fying a venue hosting the event; obtaining data identifying a
seating capacity of the venue; and computing a sixth signal
score of the plurality of signal scores for the event based at
least in part on the seating capacity of the venue.

Particular embodiments of the subject matter described in
this specification can be implemented so as to realize one or
more of the following advantages. Events in a given location
can be ranked so that popular or interesting events can be
easily identified. The ranking can be adjusted to ensure that
highly-ranked events are diverse and different from one
another. Events matching a variety of event criteria can be
ranked so that popular or interesting events can be easily
identified. The ranking can be provided to other systems or
services that can use the ranking to enhance the user experi-
ence. For example, a search engine can use the ranking to
identify the most popular events that are relevant to a received
search query and present the most popular events to the user
in response to the received query. As another example, a
recommendation engine can use the ranking to provide infor-
mation identifying popular or interesting events to users that
match the users’ interests.
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The details of one or more embodiments of the subject
matter described in this specification are set forth in the
accompanying drawings and the description below. Other
features, aspects, and advantages of the subject matter will
become apparent from the description, the drawings, and the
claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 shows an example event ranking system.

FIG. 2 is a flow diagram illustrating an example technique
for ranking events that satisfy received event criteria.

FIG. 3 is a flow diagram illustrating an example technique
for generating a popularity score for an event.

FIG. 4 is a flow diagram illustrating an example technique
for computing modified popularity scores for events.

Like reference numbers and designations in the various
drawings indicate like elements.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

FIG. 1 shows an example event ranking system 120. The
event ranking system 120 is an example of a system imple-
mented as computer programs on one or more data processing
apparatus in one or more geographic locations, in which the
systems, components, and techniques described below can be
implemented.

A user 102 can interact with the event ranking system 120
or a search engine 110 through a user device 104. The user
device 104 will generally include a memory, e.g., a random
access memory (RAM) 106, for storing instructions and data
and a processor 108 for executing stored instructions. The
memory can include both read only and writable memory. For
example, the user device 104 can be a data processing appa-
ratus coupled to the event ranking system 120 or the through
a data communication network 112, e.g., local area network
(LAN) or wide area network (WAN), e.g., the Internet, or a
combination of networks, any of which may include wireless
links.

The search engine 110 is implemented on one or more data
processing apparatus in one or more physical locations and
provides search results in response to received search queries.
For example, in response to a search query received from the
user device 104, the search engine 110 can use a resource
index to identify resources that are relevant to the query. The
resources are each associated with a resource address and can
include, for example, HyperTextMarkup [Language (HTML)
pages, word processing documents, portable document for-
mat (PDF) documents, images, video, and feed sources.

The search engine 110 generates search results that iden-
tify the relevant resources and returns the search results to the
user device 104. The search engine 110 ranks the search
results, i.e., places the search results in an order, according to
respective scores associated with the resources identified by
the search results. The scores are generated using a scoring
function and generally relate to the quality, the relevance, or
both of the resource.

The event ranking system 120 can receive requests, e.g.,
from the user device 102 or from the search engine 110, for
events that match one or more event criteria. In response, the
event ranking system 120 can identify events from an event
data store 130 that satisfy the event criteria and generate a
ranking for the events. The event data store 130 can be one or
more data stores in one or more locations that store informa-
tion identifying events taking place in various physical loca-
tions, e.g., countries, cities, states, or neighborhoods. Gener-
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4

ally, the events identified in the event data store 130 are
occurrences that happen at a specified physical location and
for a specified period of time.

The event data store can also store information about the
events. For example, the event data store can store data iden-
tifying the venue hosting the event, the event category that the
event belongs to, e.g., concert, sporting event, festival, fair, or
trade show, a summary that describes the event, and values of
one or more attributes of the event, e.g., whether the event is
indoors or outdoors, the cost to attend the event, whether a
ticket must be purchased in advance, and so on.

Generating a ranking for events that match event criteria is
described in more detail below with reference to FIGS. 2-4.

FIG. 2 is a flow diagram illustrating an example technique
200 for ranking events that satisfy received event criteria. The
technique 200 can be performed by one or more data process-
ing apparatus. For example, an event ranking system (e.g., the
event ranking system 120 of FIG. 1) can be used to perform
the technique 200.

The system receives event criteria (202). The event criteria
specify a physical location, e.g., a city, a specific neighbor-
hood within a city, or a geographic radius, and, optionally, a
time period during which matching events must occur. If the
event criteria do not specify a time period, the system can
select a default time period, e.g., the next week, the next day,
or the next weekend. Optionally, the event criteria may
specify an event category to which matching events must
apply, e.g., the event criteria may specify that the event has to
belong to a “concert” or a “sporting event” category. Further
optionally, the event criteria may specify an attribute value
that matching events must possess, e.g., the criteria may
specify that a cost of attendance attribute have the value
“free” or that an indoor or outdoor event attribute have the
value “outdoor.”” Further optionally, the event criteria may
specify one or more terms that must be included in a title,
description, or both, of amatching event, e.g., the criteria may
specify that “Halloween” must be included in the title of each
matching event.

The system selects events matching the event criteria (204)
from events identified in an event data store, e.g., the event
data store 130 of FIG. 1.

The system computes a popularity score for each selected
event (206) and ranks the events according to their popularity
scores (208). Generating a popularity score for an event is
described in more detail below with reference to FIG. 3.

The system computes a modified popularity score for each
event (210) and ranks the events according to the modified
popularity scores (212). Computing a modified popularity
score is described in more detail below with reference to FIG.
4. In some implementations, the system can compute modi-
fied popularity scores and re-rank the events multiple times,
e.g., by performing the technique described below with ref-
erence to FIG. 4 multiple times, in order to determine the final
ranking of the events.

Once the system has ranked the events according to the
modified popularity scores, the system can provide data iden-
tifying the ranking of the events to, e.g., a search engine or a
user device in response to an event request. If the system
provides the data to a search engine, the search engine may
then further modify the ranking, e.g., based on a received
search query, and then provide the ranking for display to a
user, e.g., as part of a response to the received search query.

FIG. 3 is a flow diagram illustrating an example technique
300 for generating a popularity score for an event. The tech-
nique 300 can be performed by one or more data processing
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apparatus. For example, an event ranking system (e.g., the
event ranking system 120 of FIG. 1) can be used to perform
the technique 300.

The system computes a set of signal scores for the event
(304). That is, the system computes multiple scores for the
event, with each score being computed based on a respective
signal generated or obtained by the system.

In some implementations, the system computes a unique
mentions score as one of the signal scores (306). The unique
mentions score is a measure of how frequently the event is
mentioned in Internet resources. In particular, the system
computes the unique mentions score based on a count of
Internet sites that include at least one mention of the event,
with a mention of an event being an occurrence of a recog-
nized reference to the event in the contents of a resource that
is part of the site.

The system can be configured to treat different kinds of
collections of resources as a site. For example, the system can
treat as a site a collection of resources that are hosted on a
particular server. In that case, resources in a site can be
accessed through a network, e.g., the Internet, using an Inter-
net address, e.g., a Uniform Resource Locator (URL), corre-
sponding to a server on which the site is hosted. Alternatively
or in addition, a site can be defined operationally as the
resources in a domain, e.g., “example.com,” where the
resources in the domain, e.g., “host.example.com/resourcel,”
“www.example.com/folder/resource2,” or “example.com/re-
source3,” are in the site. Alternatively or in addition, a site can
be defined operationally using a subdomain, e.g., “www.ex-
ample.com,” where the resources in the subdomain, e.g.,
“www.example.com/resourcel” or “www.example.com/
folder/resource2,” are in the site. Alternatively or in addition,
a site can be defined operationally using a subdirectory, e.g.,
“example.com/subdirectory,” where the resources in the sub-
directory, e.g., “example.com/subdirectory/resource.html,”
are in the site.

In some implementations, the system can classify certain
sites as being ticketing sites, i.e., sites that sell tickets to
events. For example, the system can classify as ticketing sites
site having a URL that includes one or more predetermined
white-listed terms that have been determined to be ticketing
related, e.g., “ticket” or “coupon.” In these implementations,
the system can compute the unique mentions score based on
the count of sites that include at least one mention of the event
and on how many of the sites that include at least one mention
of'the event are ticketing sites. For example, the unique men-
tions score UM may be computed such that:

UM=ln(e+sc*dem),

where sc is the count of sites that include at least one mention
of the event, and dem is a demotion calculated based on the
ratio of sites that include at least one mention of the event that
have been classified as ticketing sites. The demotion can be
computed so that events that have a higher ratio of ticketed
sites will have a smaller demotion value, i.e., have their
unique mentions score decreased more, than events that have
a lower ratio of ticketed sites. In some implementations, the
demotion is computed so that it does not fall below a pre-
determined minimum value.

In some implementations, the system computes an official
page selection score as one of the signal scores (308). The
official page selection score is a measure of how frequently
users select search results identifying a resource that has been
classified by the system as the official web page of the event.
A user selection of a search result can be, e.g., a user action
made with respect to the search result that initiates a request
for the resource identified by the search result. For example,
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the user action with respect to the search result may be a
“click” on the search result, a voice-based selection, or a
selection by a user’s finger on a presence-sensitive input
mechanism, e.g., a touch-screen device, or any other appro-
priate selection mechanism. In some implementations, selec-
tion data may not be tethered to the identity of individual
users.

In particular, the official page selection score may be com-
puted based in part on a peak number of user selections of
search results identifying the official page during a time win-
dow of predetermined size, e.g., a day or a week. Optionally,
the system can consider only windows during a recent time
period, e.g., the past week or the past month, when determin-
ing the peak number of selections. Further optionally, if the
event is a recurring event, the system can decrease the peak
number of user selections that are counted for the event, e.g.,
by dividing the number of selections counted for the event by
the number of recurrences of the event during the recent time
window that is being considered by the system.

In some implementations, the system has access to data
that classifies certain terms as being related to resources. For
example, the related terms for a given resource can be query
terms from search queries that have frequently resulted in
users selecting a search result identifying the resource. The
data stored in the event data store for the event may also
identify terms that are related to the event. In these imple-
mentations, the system may compute a relevance measure
that measures how relevant the official web page for the event
is to the event. The relevance measure can be computed based
on how similar the terms that are related to the official web
page are to the terms that are related to the event. For example,
the relevance measure can be a cosine distance between vec-
tors that representing the terms that relate to the official web
page and vectors representing the terms that relate to the
event.

In these implementations, the official page selection score
OP may be computed such that:

OP=K_*¢" (K, *¢" (K *ps*rel)+K ;

where K, K, K_, and K, are constant values, ps is the peak
number of selections and rel is the relevance measure. If no
resource has been classified as the official page for the event,
the system can set the official page selection score equal to a
default value.

The system can determine the official web page for the
event in any of a variety of ways. For example, the system can
generate one or more search queries derived from terms that
are relevant to the event. For example, the search queries can
include any of a name of the event, a location of the event, the
venue of the event, the time of the event, and descriptive terms
associated with the event in the event data store. The system
can obtain search results for each search query and, if more
than one search query has been issued, intersect the results.
The system can then select the resource identified by the
highest-ranked search result in the intersected set of search
results as the official web page for the event. As another
example, the data stored in the event data store for the event
may identify the official web page for the event.

In some implementations, the system computes an entity
popularity score as one of the signal scores (310). The entity
popularity score is a measure of popularity of entities that
have been classified as being relevant to the event. In order to
compute the entity popularity score, the system can provide a
text summary of the event to a system that maps text to entities
that are topical to the text and, optionally, assigns each entity
a topicality score and a confidence score. The system then
computes the entity popularity score based on the global
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popularity of the obtained entities. The global popularity of
the obtained entities can be determined based on a number of
search queries that include a reference to the entity that have
been submitted to a search engine.

In some implementations, the system computes an event
category score as one of the signal scores (312). In order to
compute the event category score, the system obtains data,
e.g., from the event data store, identifying an event category
to which the event belongs. The system can then determine
whether the category has been previously classified as a pro-
moted or demoted category. For example, trade shows may be
classified as a demoted category because they tend to appeal
to a limited audience, while festivals and fairs may be classi-
fied as a promoted category because they tend to appeal to a
broader audience but may not be well-publicized. The system
can then assign a default event category score to the event if
the category is not a promoted or demoted category, assign a
promoted event category score to the event if the category is
a promoted category, and assign a demoted event category
score to the event if the category is a demoted category.

In some implementations, the system computes a ranking
score as one of the signal scores (314). The ranking score is a
measure of how well represented the event is in resources
identified by search results for a search query that indicates an
interest in events in the location in which the event takes
place. For example, the search query may be a search query
that includes a term that identifies a location and another term
that indicates an interest in events occurring in the location,
e.g., “events in san francisco” or “san francisco events.”

In order to compute the ranking score, the system obtains
search results for the search query from a search engine. The
obtained search results are ranked according to scores gener-
ated by the search engine. The system can then compute the
ranking score based on a position in the ranking of search
results of the highest-ranked search result that identifies a
resource that mentions the event, the number of mentions of
the event in resources identified by a pre-determined number
of highest-ranked search results, or both.

For example, the ranking score RS can be computed such
that:

RS=1+ % +minfK, %)

where K, and K, are constants, srp is the position of the
highest-ranked search result that identifies a resource that
mentions the event, and nm is the number of mentions of the
event in resources identified by the pre-determined number of
highest-ranked search results.

In some implementations, the system computes a venue
score as one of the signal scores (316). The venue score is a
measure of the prominence of the venue at which the event is
hosted. If the event is not associated with a venue, e.g., a
marathon or a street fair, the system can assign the event a
default venue score. The system can compute the venue score
based on any of a variety of factors. For example, the system
can compute the venue score based in part on a ranking of the
venue of in a ranking of local places or local venues obtained
from a local search engine. As another example, the system
can compute the venue score based in part on a seating capac-
ity of the venue, i.e., so that events held in venues with larger
seating capacities are assigned larger venue scores. As
another example, the system can compute the venue score
based in part on the popularity of other events in the venue,
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i.e., so that events held in venues that tend to host more
popular events are assigned higher venue scores.

The system combines the signal scores to generate the
popularity score for the event (318). For example, the popu-
larity score for the event can be the sum of the signal scores,
the product of the signal scores, or an average of the signal
scores.

FIG. 4 is a flow diagram illustrating an example technique
400 for generating modified popularity scores for events. The
technique 400 can be performed by one or more data process-
ing apparatus. For example, an event ranking system (e.g., the
event ranking system 120 of FIG. 1) can be used to perform
the technique 300.

The system obtains popularity scores for events occurring
in a particular location (402).

The system obtains data identifying an event category to
which each of the events belongs (404). The system can
obtain the data from, e.g., an event data store, e.g., the event
data store 130 of FIG. 1.

The system computes a diversity demotion for each event
(406). The system can calculate the diversity demotion for an
event based on a count of events that belong to the same
category as the event and are above the event in a ranking of
events according to their popularity scores. For example, the
system can compute the diversity demotion DD such that:

DD=K%,

where K is a constant value between zero and one, and x is the
count of events that belong to the same category as the event
and are above the event in the ranking of events according to
their popularity scores.

The system computes a similar event demotion for each
event (408). The system can calculate the similar event demo-
tion for an event based ona count of similar events to the event
that are above the event in the ranking of events according to
their popularity scores. A similar event may be another occur-
rence of the event, i.e., if the event is a recurring event.
Optionally, two events that are hosted at the same venue,
belong to the same category, and occur on the same day may
also be considered to be similar events. For example, two rock
concerts at the same concert venue on the same day may be
considered similar events.

The system can compute the similar event demotion SED
such that:

R
SED = —,
y

where R is a constant value, and y is the count of events that
are similar to the event and are above the event in the ranking
of'events according to their popularity scores.

The system computes a modified popularity score for each
event (410). The system computes the modified popularity
score for an event by applying the diversity demotion and the
similar event demotion computed for the event to the popu-
larity score. For example, the modified popularity score for an
event can be the product of the popularity score for the event,
the diversity demotion for the event, and the similar event
demotion for the event. As another example, the system can
compute the modified popularity score by subtracting the
diversity demotion and the similar event demotion from the
popularity score.

In some implementations, instead of modifying scores of
certain events, the system can filter the events from the rank-
ing. For example, the system can remove events having diver-
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sity demotion or similarity event demotions that are above a
particular threshold value from the ranking.

Embodiments of the subject matter and the operations
described in this specification can be implemented in digital
electronic circuitry, or in computer software, firmware, or
hardware, including the structures disclosed in this specifica-
tion and their structural equivalents, or in combinations of one
or more of them. Embodiments of the subject matter
described in this specification can be implemented as one or
more computer programs, i.e., one or more modules of com-
puter program instructions, encoded on computer storage
medium for execution by, or to control the operation of, data
processing apparatus. Alternatively or in addition, the pro-
gram instructions can be encoded on an artificially-generated
propagated signal, e.g., a machine-generated electrical, opti-
cal, or electromagnetic signal, that is generated to encode
information for transmission to suitable receiver apparatus
for execution by a data processing apparatus. A computer
storage medium can be, or be included in, a computer-read-
able storage device, a computer-readable storage substrate, a
random or serial access memory array or device, or a combi-
nation of one or more of them. Moreover, while a computer
storage medium is not a propagated signal, a computer stor-
age medium can be a source or destination of computer pro-
gram instructions encoded in an artificially-generated propa-
gated signal. The computer storage medium can also be, or be
included in, one or more separate physical components or
media (e.g., multiple CDs, disks, or other storage devices).

The operations described in this specification can be imple-
mented as operations performed by a data processing appa-
ratus on data stored on one or more computer-readable stor-
age devices or received from other sources.

The term “data processing apparatus”™ encompasses all
kinds of apparatus, devices, and machines for processing
data, including by way of example a programmable proces-
sor, a computer, a system on a chip, or multiple ones, or
combinations, of the foregoing The apparatus can include
special purpose logic circuitry, e.g., an FPGA (field program-
mable gate array) or an ASIC (application-specific integrated
circuit). The apparatus can also include, in addition to hard-
ware, code that creates an execution environment for the
computer program in question, e.g., code that constitutes
processor firmware, a protocol stack, a database management
system, an operating system, a cross-platform runtime envi-
ronment, a virtual machine, or a combination of one or more
of them. The apparatus and execution environment can real-
ize various different computing model infrastructures, such
as web services, distributed computing and grid computing
infrastructures.

A computer program (also known as a program, software,
software application, script, or code) can be written in any
form of programming language, including compiled or inter-
preted languages, declarative or procedural languages, and it
can be deployed in any form, including as a stand-alone
program or as a module, component, subroutine, object, or
other unit suitable for use in a computing environment. A
computer program may, but need not, correspond to a filein a
file system. A program can be stored in a portion of a file that
holds other programs or data (e.g., one or more scripts stored
in a markup language document), in a single file dedicated to
the program in question, or in multiple coordinated files (e.g.,
files that store one or more modules, sub-programs, or por-
tions of code). A computer program can be deployed to be
executed on one computer or on multiple computers that are
located at one site or distributed across multiple sites and
interconnected by a communication network.
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The processes and logic flows described in this specifica-
tion can be performed by one or more programmable proces-
sors executing one or more computer programs to perform
actions by operating on input data and generating output. The
processes and logic flows can also be performed by, and
apparatus can also be implemented as, special purpose logic
circuitry, e.g., an FPGA (field programmable gate array) or an
ASIC (application-specific integrated circuit).

Processors suitable for the execution of a computer pro-
gram include, by way of example, both general and special
purpose microprocessors, and any one or more processors of
any kind of digital computer. Generally, a processor will
receive instructions and data from a read-only memory or a
random access memory or both. The essential elements of a
computer are a processor for performing actions in accor-
dance with instructions and one or more memory devices for
storing instructions and data. Generally, a computer will also
include, or be operatively coupled to receive data from or
transfer data to, or both, one or more mass storage devices for
storing data, e.g., magnetic, magneto-optical disks, or optical
disks. However, a computer need not have such devices.
Moreover, a computer can be embedded in another device,
e.g., amobile telephone, a personal digital assistant (PDA), a
mobile audio or video player, a game console, a Global Posi-
tioning System (GPS) receiver, or a portable storage device
(e.g., auniversal serial bus (USB) flash drive), to name just a
few. Devices suitable for storing computer program instruc-
tions and data include all forms of non-volatile memory,
media and memory devices, including by way of example
semiconductor memory devices, e.g., EPROM, EEPROM,
and flash memory devices; magnetic disks, e.g., internal hard
disks or removable disks; magneto-optical disks; and CD-
ROM and DVD-ROM disks. The processor and the memory
can be supplemented by, or incorporated in, special purpose
logic circuitry.

To provide for interaction with a user, embodiments of the
subject matter described in this specification can be imple-
mented on a computer having a display device, e.g., a CRT
(cathode ray tube) or LCD (liquid crystal display) monitor,
for displaying information to the user and a keyboard and a
pointing device, e.g., amouse or a trackball, by which the user
can provide input to the computer. Other kinds of devices can
be used to provide for interaction with a user as well; for
example, feedback provided to the user can be any form of
sensory feedback, e.g., visual feedback, auditory feedback, or
tactile feedback; and input from the user can be received in
any form, including acoustic, speech, or tactile input. In addi-
tion, a computer can interact with a user by sending docu-
ments to and receiving documents from a device that is used
by the user; for example, by sending web pages to a web
browser on a user’s client device in response to requests
received from the web browser.

Embodiments of the subject matter described in this speci-
fication can be implemented in a computing system that
includes a back-end component, e.g., as a data server, or that
includes a middleware component, e.g., an application server,
or that includes a front-end component, e.g., a client com-
puter having a graphical user interface or a Web browser
through which a user can interact with an implementation of
the subject matter described in this specification, or any com-
bination of one or more such back-end, middleware, or front-
end components. The components of the system can be inter-
connected by any form or medium of digital data
communication, e.g., a communication network. Examples
of communication networks include a local area network
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(“LAN”) and a wide area network (“WAN), an inter-network
(e.g., the Internet), and peer-to-peer networks (e.g., ad hoc
peer-to-peer networks).

The computing system can include clients and servers. A
client and server are generally remote from each other and
typically interact through a communication network. The
relationship of client and server arises by virtue of computer
programs running on the respective computers and having a
client-server relationship to each other. In some embodi-
ments, a server transmits data (e.g.,an HTML page) to a client
device (e.g., for purposes of displaying data to and receiving
user input from a user interacting with the client device). Data
generated at the client device (e.g., a result of the user inter-
action) can be received from the client device at the server.

While this specification contains many specific implemen-
tation details, these should not be construed as limitations on
the scope of any inventions or of what may be claimed, but
rather as descriptions of features specific to particular
embodiments of particular inventions. Certain features that
are described in this specification in the context of separate
embodiments can also be implemented in combination in a
single embodiment. Conversely, various features that are
described in the context of a single embodiment can also be
implemented in multiple embodiments separately or in any
suitable subcombination. Moreover, although features may
be described above as acting in certain combinations and even
initially claimed as such, one or more features from a claimed
combination can in some cases be excised from the combi-
nation, and the claimed combination may be directed to a
subcombination or variation of a subcombination.

Similarly, while operations are depicted in the drawings in
a particular order, this should not be understood as requiring
that such operations be performed in the particular order
shown or in sequential order, or that all illustrated operations
be performed, to achieve desirable results. In certain circum-
stances, multitasking and parallel processing may be advan-
tageous. Moreover, the separation of various system compo-
nents in the embodiments described above should not be
understood as requiring such separation in all embodiments,
and it should be understood that the described program com-
ponents and systems can generally be integrated together in a
single software product or packaged into multiple software
products.

Thus, particular embodiments of the subject matter have
been described. Other embodiments are within the scope of
the following claims. In some cases, the actions recited in the
claims can be performed in a different order and still achieve
desirable results. In addition, the processes depicted in the
accompanying figures do not necessarily require the particu-
lar order shown, or sequential order, to achieve desirable
results. In certain implementations, multitasking and parallel
processing may be advantageous.

What is claimed is:
1. A method performed by data processing apparatus, the
method comprising:
receiving data identifying a physical location;
obtaining data identifying a plurality of events occurring in
the physical location during a particular time period;
computing a respective plurality of signal scores for each
of'the events, wherein computing the respective plurality
of signal scores for each of the events comprises:
obtaining search results for a search query that includes
a first term identifying the physical location and a
second term indicating an interest in events occurring
in the physical location;
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determining a position in a ranking of the search results
of a highest-ranked search result that mentions the
event;
determining a frequency with which the event is men-
5 tioned in resources identified by the search results;
and
using the position of the highest-ranked search result
and the frequency with which the event is mentioned
in resources identified by the search results to com-
pute a first signal score of the plurality of signal scores
for the event;
computing a respective popularity score for each of the
plurality of events by combining the respective plurality
of signal scores for the event; and

generating a ranking of events occurring in the physical

location during the particular time period based at least
in part on the popularity scores.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein generating the ranking
of events occurring in the physical location during the par-
20 ticular time period based on the popularity scores comprises:

generating an initial ranking of events based on the popu-

larity scores;
computing a respective modified popularity score for each
of the events based on the initial ranking; and

generating the ranking of events occurring in the physical
location by ranking the events according to the modified
popularity scores.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein computing the modified
popularity score for each of the events comprises:

obtaining data identifying a respective category to which

each of the events belongs;
computing a respective demotion value for each of the
events based at least in part on a count of higher-ranked
events belonging to the same category as the event,
wherein the higher-ranked events are events ranked
above the event in the initial ranking of events; and

generating the respective modified popularity score for
each ofthe events by applying the demotion value for the
event to the popularity score for the event.

4. The method of claim 3, wherein computing the respec-
tive demotion value for each of the events comprises:

computing the respective demotion value based in part on

a count of higher-ranked events that are similar events to
the event.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein computing the respec-
tive plurality of signal scores for each of the events further
comprises:

determining, of the Internet sites including at least one

mention of the event, a number that have been classified
as ticket selling sites; and

computing a second signal score based at least in part on

the count of Internet sites including at least one mention
of the event and the number that have been classified as
ticket selling sites.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein computing the respec-
tive plurality of signal scores for each of the events further
comprises:

determining whether the event has an official web page;

when the event has an official web page,

determining a peak number of user selections of the
official web page over a predetermined duration of
time;

determining a measure of relevance of the official web
page to the event; and

computing a third signal score of the plurality of signal
scores for the event based at least in part on the peak
number of user selections and the relevance measure.
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7. The method of claim 1, wherein computing the respec-
tive plurality of signal scores for each of the events further
comprises:

obtaining data identifying one or more entities that are

relevant to the event;

determining a measure of global popularity of each of the

entities; and

computing a fourth signal score of the plurality of signal

scores for the event based at least in part on the measures
of global popularity ofthe entities that are relevant to the
event.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein computing the respec-
tive plurality of signal scores for each of the events further
comprises:

obtaining data identifying one or more event categories

that are relevant to the event;

determining whether any of the event categories that are

relevant to the event have been classified as promoted or
demoted categories; and

computing a fifth signal score of the plurality of signal

scores for the event based at least in part on whether any
of'the event categories have been classified as promoted
or demoted categories.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the first signal score is
computed from a count of how many times the event is men-
tioned in resources identified by the search results and a
multiplicative inverse of the position in the ranking of the
highest-ranked search result that mentions the event.

10. The method of claim 1, wherein computing the respec-
tive plurality of signal scores for each of the events further
comprises:

obtaining data identifying a venue hosting the event;

obtaining data identifying a seating capacity of the venue;

and

computing a sixth signal score of the plurality of signal

scores for the event based at least in part on the seating
capacity of the venue.

11. A system comprising:

one or more data processing apparatus; and

one or more computer-readable storage devices having

stored thereon instructions that, when executed by the
one or more data processing apparatus, cause the one or
more data processing apparatus to perform operations
comprising:

receiving data identifying a physical location;

obtaining data identifying a plurality of events occurring in

the physical location during a particular time period;

computing a respective plurality of signal scores for each

of'the events, wherein computing the respective plurality

of signal scores for each of the events comprises:

obtaining search results for a search query that includes
a first term identifying the physical location and a
second term indicating an interest in events occurring
in the physical location;

determining a position in a ranking of the search results
of a highest-ranked search result that mentions the
event;

determining a frequency with which the event is men-
tioned in resources identified by the search results;
and

using the position of the highest-ranked search result
and the frequency with which the event is mentioned
in resources identified by the search results to com-
pute a first signal score of the plurality of signal scores
for the event;
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computing a respective popularity score for each of the
plurality of events by combining the respective plurality
of signal scores for the event; and

generating a ranking of events occurring in the physical

5 location during the particular time period based at least
in part on the popularity scores.

12. The system of claim 11, wherein generating the ranking
of events occurring in the physical location during the par-
ticular time period based on the popularity scores comprises:

10 generating an initial ranking of events based on the popu-
larity scores;

computing a respective modified popularity score for each

of the events based on the initial ranking; and
generating the ranking of events occurring in the physical

15 location by ranking the events according to the modified
popularity scores.

13. The system of claim 12, wherein computing the modi-
fied popularity score for each of the events comprises:

obtaining data identifying a respective category to which

20 each of the events belongs;

computing a respective demotion value for each of the

events based at least in part on a count of higher-ranked
events belonging to the same category as the event,
wherein the higher-ranked events are events ranked

25 above the event in the initial ranking of events; and

generating the respective modified popularity score for

each ofthe events by applying the demotion value for the
event to the popularity score for the event.

14. The system of claim 13, wherein computing the respec-

30 tive demotion value for each of the events comprises:

computing the respective demotion value based in part on

a count of higher-ranked events that are similar events to
the event.

15. The system of claim 11, computing the respective plu-

35 rality of signal scores for each of the events further comprises:

determining, of the Internet sites including at least one

mention of the event, a number that have been classified
as ticket selling sites; and

computing a second signal score based at least in part on

40 the count of Internet sites including at least one mention
of the event and the number that have been classified as
ticket selling sites.

16. A computer-readable storage device having stored
thereon instructions, which, when executed by data process-

45 ingapparatus, cause the data processing apparatus to perform

operations comprising:

receiving data identifying a physical location;

obtaining data identifying a plurality of events occurring in

the physical location during a particular time period;

50  computing a respective plurality of signal scores for each
of the events, wherein computing the respective plurality
of signal scores for each of the events comprises:
obtaining search results for a search query that includes

a first term identifying the physical location and a

55 second term indicating an interest in events occurring

in the physical location;

determining a position in a ranking of the search results
of a highest-ranked search result that mentions the
event;

60 determining a frequency with which the event is men-
tioned in resources identified by the search results;
and

using the position of the highest-ranked search result
and the frequency with which the event is mentioned

65 in resources identified by the search results to com-
pute a first signal score of the plurality of signal scores
for the event;
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computing a respective popularity score for each of the
plurality of events by combining the respective plurality
of signal scores for the event; and

generating a ranking of events occurring in the physical

location during the particular time period based at least
in part on the popularity scores.

17. The computer-readable storage device of claim 16,
wherein generating the ranking of events occurring in the
physical location during the particular time period based on
the popularity scores comprises:

generating an initial ranking of events based on the popu-

larity scores;
computing a respective modified popularity score for each
of the events based on the initial ranking; and

generating the ranking of events occurring in the physical
location by ranking the events according to the modified
popularity scores.

18. The computer-readable storage device of claim 17,
wherein computing the modified popularity score for each of
the events comprises:

obtaining data identifying a respective category to which

each of the events belongs;
computing a respective demotion value for each of the
events based at least in part on a count of higher-ranked
events belonging to the same category as the event,
wherein the higher-ranked events are events ranked
above the event in the initial ranking of events; and

generating the respective modified popularity score for
each of'the events by applying the demotion value for the
event to the popularity score for the event.

19. The computer-readable storage device of claim 18,
wherein computing the respective demotion value for each of
the events comprises:

computing the respective demotion value based in part on

acount of higher-ranked events that are similar events to
the event.

20. The computer-readable storage device of claim 16,
wherein computing the respective plurality of signal scores
for each of the events further comprises:

w

10

15

20

25

30

35

16

determining, of the Internet sites including at least one
mention of the event, a number that have been classified
as ticket selling sites; and

computing a second signal score based at least in part on

the count of Internet sites including at least one mention
of the event and the number that have been classified as
ticket selling sites.

21. The system of claim 11, wherein the first signal score is
computed from a count of how many times the event is men-
tioned in resources identified by the search results and a
multiplicative inverse of the position in the ranking of the
highest-ranked search result that mentions the event.

22. The computer-readable storage device of claim 16,
wherein the first signal score is computed from a count of how
many times the event is mentioned in resources identified by
the search results and a multiplicative inverse of the position
in the ranking of the highest-ranked search result that men-
tions the event.

23. The method of claim 1, wherein the first signal score is
computed from the position in the ranking of the highest-
ranked search result that mentions the event and a minimum
of a threshold value and a value derived from a count of how
many times the event is mentioned in resources identified by
the search results.

24. The system of claim 11, wherein the first signal score is
computed from the position in the ranking of the highest-
ranked search result that mentions the event and a minimum
of a threshold value and a value derived from a count of how
many times the event is mentioned in resources identified by
the search results.

25. The computer-readable storage device of claim 16,
wherein the first signal score is computed from the position in
the ranking of the highest-ranked search result that mentions
the event and a minimum of a threshold value and a value
derived from a count of how many times the event is men-
tioned in resources identified by the search results.
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